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interests in an immovable. A more complex problem arises in
those cases where a right over what is physically a movable is
regarded by a particular legal system as a right over an im-
movable. For instance, the owner of such obvious chattels as
title-deeds, fixtures, fish in a pond and the key of a house is
regarded by English internal law as having an interest in
land. Again, it seems obvious at first sight that a building
erected for the purposes of an exhibition, and which cannot
be removed without losing its identity, must be in the same
category as normal buildings, yet in some of the American
States1 and in Germany2 its owner is deemed to hold an interest
- in a movable. If, therefore, the subject-matter of ownership is
" regafded as an immovable by one system of law but as a mov-
as able by another, to which law is the decision left ? The answer
movables g{ven by English law and by most foreign legal systems is the
lex situs. If the lex situs attributes the quality of movability or of
immovability to the object in question, the English court which
is seised of the matter must proceed on that basis.3
*The question in all these cases', said Story, 'is not so much what are
or ought to be deemed, ex sua natura^ movables or not, as what are
deemed so by the law of the place where they are situated. If they
are there deemed part of the land, . . . they must be so treated in every
place in which any controversy shall arise respecting their nature and
character.'*
Thus it has been held that the right vested in a mortgagee of
English land must be regarded as an interest ih an immovable,
notwithstanding that it is classified by English domestic law
as personalty and that the debt, not the charge, is the principal
characteristic of the transaction.5
Scottish The question whether a security granted in respect of land
*s to kfi regarded as conferring a right over an immovable or
not, also occurs in the case of a Scottish heritable bond, i.e. a
bond for a sum of money to which is joined, for the creditor's
further security, a conveyance of land. The nature of such a
bond falls to be determined by Scottish law as being the lex
situS) and, where the personal undertaking and the conveyance
are contained in the same instrument, the right of the creditor
1 Cook, op. cit, pp. 306 et seqq.	* Wolff, op. cit., p. 502.
* Johnston*v.B*ter(i917),4Madd,Rep.474n.; Westkke,s. 160,approved
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4	8.447.
5	In re Hoyfa, [1911] i Ch. 179.

